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Sources of the Constitution of the United States, 
Considered in Relation to Colonial and English 
History. By C. Ellis Stevens, LL. D., D. C. L., F. 
S. A. (Edinburgh). New York : MacMillan & Co. 1 894, 
pp. 277. 

This book occupies a new field. It is a systematic attempt 
to establish the original sources of the various provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States. The author very 
naturally finds them in the institutions of England, more or 
less modified by the colonial channels through which they 
came. No one who reads the book can fail to be impressed 
with the vastness of the institutional history back of the Con- 
stition. Americans naturally feel complimented when Mr. 
Gladstone pats them on the back, and tells them that "the 
American Constitution is the most wonderful work ever struck 
off at a given time by the brain and purpose of man; "but 
but every well informed person knows that there is very little 
that is really new in the Constitution, and that far from being 
the result of the quiet and peaceful deliberations of learned 
philosophers and statesmen, it was really made up of the com- 
promises of fiercely contending factions, and its final adoption 
only wrung from "the grinding necessities of a reluctant 
people." 

Dr. Stevens' work furnishes a very complete answer to the 
exaggerated claims of Douglas Campbell on behalf of the 
Dutch origin of our national institutions. The audacity and 
brilliancy of Campbell's book at first carried the public with 
him, but sober second thought has convinced readers that 
there is little substance to the Dutch claims. We probably 
owe the public school system and election by ballot to Dutch 
suggestion, but very little else. Our Constitution laws and 
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institutions are of purely Anglo-Saxon origin, and Dr. 
Stevens' work clears the subject from all doubt. 

The book is well printed, and is attractive in appearance. A 
few minor errors may be noted. On page 22, 163 1 should be 
1 68 1 . The articles of Confederation were not in operation for 
ten years from 1777 to 1787, as appears to be suggested on 
page 40. They were adopted by Congress in 1777, but not 
by the States until 1781. They were in operation from 1781 
to 1 789, when the Constitution took effect. 

Albert B. Weimer. 



Commentaries on American Law. By James Kent, LL. D., 
Chancellor of the State of New York. In one volume. 
Edited by Wm. Hardcastle Browne, A. M., of the Phila- 
delphia Bar. St. Paul, Minn. : West Publishing Co. 
1894. 

The literary style of a legal text book is an important factor 
in any estimate of its worth, especially in the case of those 
works which from their general character would seem to be 
designed for the use and instruction of laymen as well as of 
members of the profession, and this is particularly true of 
Kent's " Commentaries on American Law." This work was 
last revised by the author about fifty years ago, and the value 
of the greater part of the text as an authority on the law of 
this country is at present small, and becomes less every year as 
the gap between past and present widens. 

Mr. Browne has in the edition before us attempted to give 
Kent a present practical value, but his treatment has hardly 
met with success. The original Kent possesses great value 
for a certain class of laymen for whom some general knowl- 
edge of the law of their country is almost as necessary as it is 
advisable, but the present edition has not that value, the style 
of the author being completely lost in the editor's short and 
concise paragraphs, which smack strongly of the digest, and 
which have too little literary connection for pleasant reading. 
The fault, however, is almost entirely with the arrangement, 
for the editor's work is very conscientious, the real meat 



